670 Doane Avenue, 
Claremont, Calif., 
July 22, 1958 


HWeStewart, 

Director, California State Department of Employment , 
800 Ce itol Avenue, 
Sacramento Uh, Calif, 


Dear Mr. Stewart: 


Thank you for your letter of July 18, in which you raise certain 
comments and questions concerning a memorandum I sent the American Friends 
Service Committee two months ago. Although I believe I appreciate your 
position, I am very much afraid there are misunderstandings at work in this 
situation, and with your permission I should like to try to set them right 
at this time, 


Prior to the AFSC conference of two months ago, I was approached by 
representativ es of this organization and asked to prepare a critical 
statement to be used as background at the meeting. It was my understanding 
that there would be Several persors at the meeting prepared to fefend the 
favorable point of view, and that my “assienment" was to take an uncomprom- 
isingly gloomy, rather than balanced, stad. It was my understanding, 
furthermore, that the Statement I prepared would be used solely within the 
context of the aforementioned meeting, where its purpose could not be mig- 
construed. The AFSC subsequently circulated the memorandum with neither ny 
knowledge nor hy consent, and did so without the explanation which, as a very 
minimum, I would have required beiore even considering such a procedure, I 
therefore find myself in the altogether unexpected and altogether unpleasant 
position o7 being called upon to defend something I prepared “sg a piece of 
private Correspondence, and Somebhihg which, in view of the highly snecialized 

occasion for which it was prepared, does not and could not represent my 
complete thinking on the subject. 


I will not, however, take refuge behind the ¢aucheries of Others, Let 
me go on to what is the more basic point. Fron the remarks in your letter, 
£ can only conclude that I gave a misleading impression in the statement I 
prepared for the AFSC, and failed to make clear the One argument I was trying 
to.set forth. {You speak of "charges" and "dereliction of duty." I do not 
believe any such language will be found in my memorandum, It was decidedly 
not my intention to call into question the administration or-dministrators 
of the Mexican National program. Quite the contrary. I was trying to 
develop the thought that the progr an's adininistrators have beer handed ani 
inherently unworkable fait accompli and told to make it work. Only a superman 
could do it -« and all of us are ordinary mortals. The two specific casas 
€6 which you re erred were not intended as evidence that an individual clerk in 
an individual Varm PLecement Cffice was «uilty of Some mortal sin, but only 
as evidence th the “ary Placement Service has bee dd task so vast, 
8° unwieldy, so fll of internal contradictio: S and comfli nat miscarriarces 
are inevitable. ‘This j i i 


DPrenilse. 


Thos» who are Closely associated with me can attest to the fact I have 
always dissociated myself from the view that the problems attendant upon the 
Mexican National program are attributable to alleged malfeasance or collusion 
within the U.S, Denartment of Labor or any other agency | or arencies involved 
in the administration of the program. Some recalcitrants hold this view} 
I'think it is fatuous, I regret that my APSC memo apparently yielded another 
impression, 

{ Team sorry if 2 have caused 
\not be! greatér than ty own, 


Department embarrassment. It conld 


sincerely yours, 


Henry D, Anderson 


